DOCOHEBT BESDHE 



BD 088 191 



Ei 005 925 



ADTHQB 
TITLE 

FOB DATE 
NOTE 



EDBS FBICE 
DESCBIFTOBS 



Keen, Sadie S. 

Pilot Testing of a Student Volunteer Out-of-Schcol 
Tutoring Service. 
May 73 

UOp.; FracticuB report submitted in partial 
fulfillBent of requirements for National Ed.D. 
Program for Educational Leaders, Nova University 

HF-$0.75 HC-$1.85 

*After School Tutoring; Cross Age Teaching; 
Elementary Schools; ^Elementary School Students; 
Pilot Projects; Program Descriptions; Program 
Evaluation; ^Student Volunteers; ^Tutorial Programs; 
♦Tutoring 



ABSTBACT 

This report describes a pilot program set up to test 
the feasibility of a student out*of -school tutoring service for 4th 
and 5th graders as a means of providing remedial instruction for 
potential dropouts.* For testing purposes, a small-scale 5-session 
program vas set up, using as tutors 9th through 12th grade volunteer 
students, from a local private school, participating on an 
after*school-hours basis. The program involved 10 tutors and 20 
**high*risk** students. The tutoring service concentrated on the basic 
skills in English, reading, spelling, and mathematics for five 
consecutive Thursday evenings for one and one*half hours each. A 
tutoring design team developed the plans and format; and identified 
objectives, tasks, and evaluation strategies. The project was 
evaluated on both the process and the product, and resulted from 
responses of tutors, and students and their parents to formal 
surveys. The results of the pilot program indicate that student 
volunteer out*of ^school tutoring for high-risk students is feasible 
in terms of time, effort, and results; and that vell-achieving high 
school students, if given proper direction, can be effective tutors 
for 4th and 5th grade students. (Author) 
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ABSTRACT 



The purpose of this practicum was to evaluate the feasibility of 
setting»up a student volunteer out-of •school tutoring service* This 
was done by developing. Implementing, and pilot testing a mlnl-tutorlng 
service and then evaluating its feasibility In terms of tltae, energy, 
and results* The mini tutoring service was developed. Implemented and 
pilot tested, and evaluated* Results of the evaluation suggested that 
a student volunteer out-of -school tutoring service for high risk students 
Is feasible In terms of time, effort, and results* 



(i) 



INTRODUCTION 



A nximber of students in foiirth and fifth grade in the Appoqu5jnlmink 
School District have been identified as potential dropouts and hav^ 
been termed as high risk students* Data from report cards and progress 
checks give evidence that some of these students are in need of additional 
instruction. Additional school programs, now operating within the schools 
of the District, are lijnited in meeting the ininediate needs of all these 
high risk students. Since additional instruction is needed by this 
group of fourth and fifth grade students, many ideas and approaches have 
been suggested and have been studied. One of the many conceptualized 
solutions Is the iirqplementation of an out-of-school volunteer student 
tutoring service for these high risk students. Rather than launch into 
a full scale tutoring service, it has been agreed that a mini tutoring 
service be developed and implemented on a test r\m for five sessions to 
evaluate the feasibility of such a program in relation to tdteie, energy,, 
and results. 

Since this practicum is a pioneering effort, this report attempts to 
bring together Information ^JLch will be useful to the District in 
determining the feasibility of developing an out-of-school tutoring 
service. 

The Abstract summarizes the purpose and results of the mini tutoring 
service. 



(ii) 



The aection dealljig with Backgyotind Information and Review of 
Literature is an effort to provide the reader with background in-* 
Jv'maitton as it relates to the practicum and to aoquaint the reader 
with the fact that peer groxsp tutoring and cross age tutoring have 
been implemented for various age groitps in suhool systems in the 
United States • These studies siqpport the conceptualized solution 
that well achieving high school students can be effective tutors for 
fourth and fifth grade elementary students if given proper direction. 

The main body of discussion of the Mni-Proposai follows the 
original proposal^ and is organized around Phase I - Orientation 
and Planning^ Phase n • Execution of the Practicum, and Phar e HI - 
Evaluation* 

The evaluation sections discuss data gathering, data analysis, 
and evaluation of findings, with summazy and conclusions. 

Appendices A, B, anA G deal with schedule of events for Phase I - 
Orientation ?and Planning, Phase II « Execution of the Practicum, and 
Phase in - Evaluation. Appendices D, E, and P are Checklists for 
Phases I, H, and III and evaluate tasks in terms of Process, and 
Product with comments, recommendation and suggestions. Appendices 
G, H, and I are Survey questionnaires to parents, tutors, and 
school personnel. Appendices I and K record student and tutor 
attendance. 

The bibliography contains source material for review of literature 
and documentation of background data. 



(iii) 



This report should ba regarded as a guide in this pioneering 
effort, and the results should provide a basis for more rigorous 
study and f\irther planning toward iinplementing a full' stale student 
volunteer out-of -school tutoring service • 



(iv) 



mCKGRDlJND INFOmnON AND REVIEW OF LITmTURE 



Background Information 

This mini practicum is a logical f ollow^ip or "spin off" from Oper«» 
ation Pre>>Dropottt ^ a Title III, ESEA, project cxcrrently in its third 
yBar of operation^ Much of the ground-work had been laid* A dropout 
factorial scale had been developed (Appoquinimink Dropout Scale, APDOS)* 
and installed in the district. It is used for identifying potential drop- 
out candidates by the time they reach fourth grade. One of the procedures 
in/olved consists of checking pupil progress at the close of each marking 
period and noting any dianges in pattern of grades. Information thus 
gathered stiggests that some of these students are in need of additional 
instruction imediately* 

Many ideas and ^oproaches for dealing wLth this problem have been 
suggested. One of several conceptualized solutions is the iitplrnentation 
of an out-of -school volunteer student tutoring service for such high idsk 
students. Students fi-ora the nearby St. Axidrem School, a private school 
(grades 9-12), have offered their services as volunteer tutors on an after 
school basis. Rather than launch into a ftQJL scale tutoring service, it 
has been agreed that a mini tutoring service be developed and iiiplemented 
on a test run for five sessions to evaluate the feasibility of such a 
program in relation to time, energy, and results. 



■tt -Operation Pre-Dropout - Federally Funded Project - Title III ESEA. 
Appoquinimink School District, Odessa, Delaware. 1971, 1972, and 19^^^ 



Review of Literature 

A review of the literature (as recorded In ERIC)^ Indicates that peer 
group tutoring and cross age tutoring have been Implemented for various 
age groups In school systems In the United States and that they have 

been effective. Documentation In support of this statement Is too ex* 

2 

tensive to need recounting here. 

This review of literatuire supports the conceptualized solution that 
well achieving high school students can be effective tutors for fourth 
and fifth grade elementary students if given proper supervision. 



ERIC * Document Reproduction Servlce» The National Cash Register Company, 
4936 Fairmont Avenue» Bethesda» Maryland 20014. 
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^However* a few sources are listed below: 

Cross Age Teaching . ES 102 295 - California, Ontario, Ontario«Montclair 
School District. 

Matching for Success. (A Program in Developmental Reading and Communication 
Skills.) ES 002 410 Calif., San Francisco, Unified School District (peer 
tutoring) . 

Project Clinic (Clinical Laboratory Innovations Necessary to Increase 
Children's Learning). ES 001 986 Calif., Sunnyvale Elementary School 
District (New learning experiences designed for elementary students re- 
flecting the Potential Dropout Syndrone). 

Project Told . (Tutors of Language Disorders). ES 001 403. Texas, 
Abilene. Independent School District. 

Teen Tutorial Program . A Model of Interre la 1 1 onship of Seventh Graders , 
Kindergarten Pupils and Parents to Meet the Developmental Nfeeds oF 
Disadvantaged Children . ES 001 T55'"'3Eiro, Grove City, South Western City 
School District. 

Tulsa County Special Service Education Center. ES 002 368 Okla., Tulsa* 
County Schools (Peer Group, Cross Age Plan) . 

Tutorial Program for Childre n with Mi Id Learn ing and/or Behavorial Problems » 
ES 001 708 Ohio, Para City School District.* 



wSTATEMEMT OF THE PROBLEM 



Additional instruction in the basic skills is critically needed 
a gvoap of sttidents identified as high risk candidates for becoming 
potential school dropouts* 

PURPOSE OF THE STODT 

To evaluate the feasibility of In^lemnting a student volunteer 
out-»of-school tutoring service, by developing, irrplementing, and pilot 
testing a mini^t- tutoring service. Feasibility to be studied in re- 
lation to time, energy, and results* 

^For the purpose of this practicum the tutoring service 
vas limited in size, scope, and time* There was a total of 
ten tutors and twenty high risk students. The tutoring 
service concentrated on the basic skills in Ehglish, reading, 
spelling, and mathematics for a period of five consecutive 
Thursdays, for one and one-half hours each from 7:1^ to 8:U^ p«m« 

OBJECTIVE 

To provide additional out-of -school instructional services in 
basic skills for fourth and fifth grade high risk students for becoming 
potential school dropouts* 

EXECUTION OF THE PRAGUCDM 

The practicum consisted of three phases: Phase I, Orientation and 
Plaxmingj Phase II, Execution of the Practicum; Phase HI, Data Analysis 
and Evaluation* Broad categories in each phase were as showi in Figure 1« 



PHASE I 
Orientation and Planning 



Qonferences for Orientation and Coordination 
with School Personnel 



Coordinated Ef f ojn« of Siq)erintendent and 
School Board MBsibers 



Orientation of School Personnel 



Service Tatoring Design Team 



PHASE II 
Sxecution of .Piwsticum 



Initiation of Structure and Procedures 



Operation of Tutoring Sessions 



Supervision of the Tutoring Services 



PHASE III 
Evaluation 



Data Gathering 



Data Analysis 



Evaluation of Findlxigs 



Pig. !• Diagram of Organizational Model for Pilot Testing a Student 
Volunteer Out-of -School Tutoring Service • 
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Detailed account of activities is given in Appendices A, B, and C 
"Schedule of Events," summaries, by phase are given below* 

SUMMARY PHASE I 
ORIENTATION ANH PLANNING 

Conferences vere held with the District Superintendent, the Guidance 
Straff, and the Priricipals and Teachers of students who were scheduled 
for tutoring* The School Board was apprized of the project* 

A Tutoring Design Tesm consisting of the Director of the Mini Tutoring 
Services, four School Building Principals, a guidance counselor, four 
teachers, four parents, a member of the APDOS Team, and the DARC Team 
(Delaware Agency to Reduce Crime), the St* Andrews Coordinator for tutors, 
and the contact person from St* Anne's Church held four meetings to 
develop specific plans and format ^ich included identification of 
tasks to be performed with dates for coinpletion of tasks; identification 
of proj^ict objectives, target population, project location, staff 
(tutors) requirements and service, needed si5)plies and evaluation instru- 
ments and strategies; and clarification and description of areas of 
responsibility* (See Appendix A) 



ERLC 



SUMMARY PHASE II 
EXECUraON OF THE PRACTtOliM 



The coordinator of Tutors from St* Andrews, the contact person from 
St* Anne's, and the director of the Mini Tutoring Service coordinated 
their efforts for providing transportation for tutors and for providing 



6 

suitable facilities for housing the inservice sessions and the five 
tutoring sessions* Inservice %m3 held as planned and the tutoring 
sessions were held for five consecutive Thursdays, running from 
March l5f 1973^ through April 12^ (Appendix B) A more detailed 

account of activities associated wLth the execution of the practicum 
are discussed under "Evaluation 

SUMMARY PHASE III 
EVALUATION 

The evaluation instruments and strategies mvB implemented as 
originally planned* Data gathering vas continuous and vas recorded 
on the previously planned checklists and surveys • Data analysis was 
initiated as soon as feasible throughout the entire practicum^ but the 
main thxnist vas executed by the Design T^am atuf. the Diroctor of the 
Mini Tutoring service at the conclusion of the tutoring sessions. The 
evaluation of the findings was based }xpon the analysis of the data 
contained in the checklists and surveys and was evaluated for deter- 
mining the feasibility of implementing a student volunteer out-of -school 
tutoring service in relation to time, energy, and results. (Appendix C) 



EVALUATION 



Ev^uation vas of both the process and the product • It also was 
both "en process " and at the conclusion of the project • Checklists 
and surveys used for data gathering are shorn in Appendices Dj and F« 
Evaluation vas to determine feasibilily on the basis of time^ effort^ 
and results* 

Tjjne 

Estimated and actual times needed for various activities are shown 
in TABLE 1 • A total of 121 Man-Days was necessary to carry out the 
mini practicum from beginning to end« It had been estimated that 
lOU^ Man-Days would be required. In no activity was there an \mder 
estimate of required time# In four instances substantially more time 
was needed* The extra time was needed for secretarial duties for 
orientation and coordination and for inservice work with tutors* 

When planning for a fuH-time tutoring service some of the 
activities which were necessary the first time around will not be 
necessary and others can be done more efficiently since we now know 
how* 

Effort 

"Effort," in this instance, refers to such activities as the 
planning, organization, operation, supervision, home and school con- 
tacts, and the actual tutoring* It can be logically evaluated in terms 
of time spent and results achieved* 
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10 

As noted previously, the amount of time spent exceeded the antici- 
pated tijne* There wre no real problems , delays, or obstacles that 
had to be overcome, so that the tiine spent may be regarded as a 
minimum for this endeavor* 

If there had been a lack of interest, or many unforeseen obstacles 
OT' problems, or lack of cooperation, one might wonder if this were 
a logical kind of activity. In viev of the ease vith ^which things moved, 
one could say that the effort t^as veil dissected • 

Results ^ / 

Parent reaction was ascertained by Survey Questionnaire for Parents 
(Appendix G) and also by comments through telephone conversations and 
other contacts. Results of Parent Questionnaire are shown in TABLE 2« 

Tutor reaction was gathered by using Sumrey questionnaire for Tutors 
(Appendix H)« Res\ilts are based on responses from questionnaire and 
are summarized below. 

Question 1 • Tutors preferred a ration of 2 to 1 • 

Question 2# There is no consensus or preference for subject matter. 

Question 3o Place, space and physical arrangements were good. Tutors 

stated they needed more materials and stqpplies and would 

like more sxperviaion. 
Question k^ Tutors suggested that they preferred working with the same 

student each time and to have the same room assignment* 
Question 5* All tutors ^o escpect to be at St • Andrews during the FI^TU 

school term stated thay would like to ttitor again* 
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TABLE 2. 
RESULTS OF SURVEY QUESTIONNAIRE 
PARENTS 



Question 



Mean 



Range 



1 • How far do you liv© 2 miles 
from St» Anne^s? 

2« How did your child Auto 
get to tutoring? 

3» If you drove your 
child to the tutoring 
sessions, >diat did you do 
during the session? 
waited in parish 
house* 

b» waited in car. 
c« visited • 
d« shopped* 
e« other* 

U« How do you feel about Very ^ 
these tutoring sessions? helpful 

^# If this service were Yes 
available nesct year, 
would you have your child 
continue coming? 



1 block to six miles 9 



Walk, bike, auto* 



Waited in £]hopped, went home, visited, 
parish house waited* 



No negative responses* "Helpful*' 
to "Best thing that's happened*" 

Range all positive from siitqple 
"yes^ to "even if they don't need 
it I think they should come*" 



12 



School Personnel reaction to the tutoring was gathered on the 
Post Orientation Fona School Personnel (APPENDIX l)# Responses 
from the four Building Principals were positlTe and encouraging • 
StatCTients from the tw Gtddance Personnel Indicated support with 
recommendations for an expanded tutoring service. Responses from 
the DARC Team were positive and gave ftall sttpport to the inini tutoring 
service and recowmendatlons for an expanded tutoring service. Re- 
sponses from teachers ranged from full si5)port to questionable e 

Student reaction, in terms of interest and attitude was gathered 
from the student Attendance Record (APPENDIX j) and from remarks 
of students. Students were on time and cooperated with tutors. 

Student response was good as evidenced in TABLE 3. 

TABLE 3. 

RECORD OF STUDENT ATTENDANCE 
Sessiohs % of 
Students Attended Student Bodjr Reason for Absence 



. 11 


5 out of 5 






7 


h out of 5 




Illness, death in family, 
no transportation. 


1 


3 out of 5 


^% 


Death in family. 


2 


2 ov% of 5 


10% 


Illness, no transportation. 


0 


1 out of 5 


0% 





N = 20 
Sessions = $ 
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SUMMWIY AND CONCLUSIONS 

!• The mini tutoring service was set-up and operated as planned* 

2. Student response ras good as evidenced by Table 3« 

3. Parent -response kes good. 

U« Tutors attendance was good, interest high, and were reliable. 

(APPENDIX K). 
$• Administrative support was high. 

6. Teacher response ranged from full support to questionable. 

7. Community relations appear to have been inproved in a kind of "spin 
off" operation of this practicum. 

8« While the mini-practicum went well, it required a lot of time, and 
the groud work was well laid for a more extended program, but it 
raised some questions, such as, who will supervise l^e center o£ 
centers for full scale operation. 

9. Another ''spin off" was the possibility of having parent education 
groups, handbooks for students, parents and tutors. 

10. In view of the fact that poor academic achievement is frequently 
related to poor study habits and attitudes, the potential role 
of having such parent groups and of having handbooks should be 
explored 0 

11. - The student requirements for knowing what the assignment was and 

for being responsible for bringing books was a good beginning for 
establishing a base for good study habits. 
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12 • Results of the evaluation suggest that a student volunteer out-of~ 
school tutoring service for high risk students is feasible in 
terms of time, effort, and results and that well achieving high 
school students can be effective tutors for fourth and fifth grade 
students if given proper direction. 

13 • The design of the practicum may be applicable to other public 
school districts. 

Ihm Additional denters may be established within district. 

l5. Centers may be expanded to include students from additional grades • 
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APPENDIX 0 



SORVET QaSSJEONNAIRE 
PARENTS 



How far do you live from St. Anne's? 
How did your child get to tutoring? 

If you drove your child to the tutoring sessions, what did you do 

dcLftag the session? 

a* waited in parish hoiise« 

b« waited in car* 

c« visited* 

d« shopped* 

e* other* 

How do you feel about these tutoring sessions? 

If this service were available next year, would you have your child 
continue coining? 
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^mSI QUESTIONNAIRE 
TOTORS 

How many ptqpils do you prefer working with at a tdjne? One, two, three, 
four, more« (circle one)« 

yksA subject matter arrangement do you think best? 
a« tutor one subject only« 

b* do hsJf the period on one subject and half another • 
c« ccnibine heading and English^ 

d« be willing (and able) to help with as many different subjects as 
the pwpil wantSi» 

Please react to the following aspects of the tutoring -» 

a« place where it was held* . 

b« space and famittsre* 

c • supplies • 

d« materials • 

e« organization (checking in, assignment of tutors, etc«)« 

f • help for tutors. 

g« stqperrision of ptqpils* 

What sfuggestions do you have? 

If sessions were to be held next year, would you be willing to tutor again? 
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APPENDIX I 



POST-ORIEMTATION SURTEI 
SCHOOL PERSONNEL 



Tou have been told about and have discussed the proposed oat-»of -school 
volomteer tutoring program for potential dropouts* Please give us your 
honest reaction to this proposal* 



I think the proposed tutoring program 



This need not be signed^ but we would appreciate knowing your position* 
Please check as appropriate: 

1* Administration 3* DARG 

2« Guidance Teacher 



APPENDIX J 

MINI TUTORING SERVICE 
ATTENDANCE RECORD 
$tudent 



31 



DATES: 3/l^^]x/12/l ^ 
COORDINATOR : Sadie St Keen 

HOURS; 1^ DAY: Thursday 

Reason for Absence 
Illness 

Death in Family 
Parent Forgot 
No Transportation 
Withdrawal 
Other 



APP0(3PINIMIIffi SCHOOL DISTRICT 
ST, ANNE»S CHURCH CENTER 
MCDDLETOWN^ DEUWARE 

TIME: 7a^-8:Ii$ P,M, 



1 
2 
3 
U 

w 

0 



student *s Name 



Directions : 

It Mark X in blank if student is present* 
2. Leave blank ^n^ty if student is absrat« 
3« As soon as reason for student absence is 
known put appropriate symbol in block. 



U3 u> 



^O* ^ Vf^ 



Phone Number 



t-3 

o 



4=- ^r- 



1» Angeline. Mike 


378-8818 




X 


X 


X 


X 


1 




2. Angeline, Robin 


378-8818 




X 


X 


X 


X 


1 


h 


3* Austin. John 


378-9127 




X 


X 


X 


X 


2 


u 


li« Biddle, Dallas 


378-2996 




X 


X 


X 


X 


X 




5* Blanton« David 


378-9035 




X 


X 


X 


X 


1 


u 


6. Bordley, Zeta 


3r8-81i05 




X 


u 


k 


1 


X 


2 


?• Bramble, Paul 


378-2996 




X 


X 


X 


X 


X 




8« Bullock, Donna 


368.52li3 




X 


X 


X 


X 


X 




?• Bush. Richard 


368-38U8 




X 


k 


X 


X 


X 


h 


10. Beats, Dale 


378-2719 




X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


-J 

5 


11, Fields, Terry 


378-830li 




X 


X 


X 


X 


X 




12 • Foraker, Louise 


?78-81f2? 




X 


3 


X 


X 


X 


h 


13» Johnson, Anthoror 


366.53li7 




X 


2 


2 


X 


X 


3 


lli, Lancaster, Michael 


378-2797 




X 




X 


X 


X 




1^« Manner ine, Wanda 


378-8968 




A 


X 


X 


X 


X 




16, Murray, Kenny 


366-8805 


Late 

starting 


0 


X 


X 


X 


X 


k 


17 • Say, Thomas 


378-86U6 




J£ 


X 










18. Todd, Norman 


378-8212 




X 


X 


X 


X 


X 




19, Unxoih, Miartha 


378-2815 




X 


X 


X 


X 


X 




20. Hufford, Brian 


378-8171 




X 


X 


X 




X 


5 
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DATES: 3A^-itA2/73 
COORDINATOR: Sadie S, Keen 
HOURS: 



MINI TUTORING SERVICE 
ATTENDANCE RECORD 
Idtor 



^ Reason for Absence 
Illness 



DAY Thursday 



APPOQUINIMINK SCHOOL DISTRICT 
ST. ANNE^S CHURCH CENTER 
MDDLETOWN, DELAVZARE 

TIME! 7;l^-8;Ug P.M. 



Death in Family 

Parent Forgot 

No Transportation 

Withdrawal 

Other 



Tutor's Name 



1- 
2 
3 
h 
W 
0 



Directions ! 

1 . Mark X in blank if tutor is present. 

2. Leave blank empty if tutor is absents 
3« As soon as reason for tutor absence is 

known puS appropriate symbol in block. 



Phone Number 



1^ ro" 
vn ro 



4=- 



H 
ro 



p. 



1. Rob Breger 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


5 


2. Jim Go vat OS 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 




3o Bob Lightbum 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 




li« Steve Lyon 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 




5. Val Markov 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 




6. David Mills 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 




7. Jim Alley 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 




8. Doug Andre sen 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


$ 


9» Craig Barrcws 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 




10. Ian Brownlee 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 




11. 














12. 














13. 














Ih. 














15. 














16. 














17. 














18. 














19. 














20. 
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EEBLIOORAPHT 



Cross Age Teaching* BS 102 295 • California, Onatrio: Dntarlo«Mantclair 
^oEoaL"mrstriot. 1968 • 

Matching for Success • (A Program in Developmental Reading and CotoBuni- 
cation SkI!!Ts;« £S 002 i|10 California, San Erancisco: Unified School 
District (peer tutoring) • 196? • ' * 

Operation P3re-Dropout » Delavare, Odessa: Appoquinlinink School District* 
ibri, 1972, 1973. 

Project Clinic» ES 001 986 California, Sj^nyimle Elerontai^ 
District (New leaming esqperiences designed f<^ elementary students 
reflecting the Potential Dropout S|yndrone)« 1968 • 

Project Told* (Tutors of Language Disorders) • ES 001 li03# Texas, 
Abilene : independent School District. 1967« 

Teen Tutorial Program * A Model ctf Interrelationship of Seventh Graders* 
Kindergarten Pupils and Parents to Meet the Developmental Meeds of 
Disadvantaged Children * ES 001 lE$ Ohio, Grove City: South Western Cilgr 
School District* 

Tulsa County Special Service Education Center * ES 002 368 Oklahcwai Tulsa 
County Schools (Peer Gopoxqc), Cross Age Plan)* 1968* 

Tutorial Program for Children with Mild Learning and/or Behavorial Problems * 
ES 001 708 Ohio: Para City School"TC'tric t * 19'577 



